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Attention 9 if Oesartment hasda, there liear iieen a large Minnc of Irsmste H&quo:tffl for 
AdnUohdjaBw RemedHw qiieshonlng (be vsUdhy of the Bureau's authority to hdd w classify them 
under 1 3 LJ.3.C . §§■ 4081 _ et seq„ (1 848). On the claim lhat Pubfio Low SO- 772 was novar passed 
or signed lr> (he pri^sefic* of a Quorum or Majxjrrty of hath ! Jcirsre cf Cungress as required by 
Article J* § Clause 1 of the ConsHtutlon. Alfludugh most courts lhavej, ihutiar, felted fffl Field V* 

Clark, 143 u r s. 64fl(]S£)£) to avoid ruling cm ihe marJis of these ctelmn, however, there have henr 
some which have stated that they were not hound by the Field cava, hut those urea* did not Invert™ 
any Quorum Ctau» challenge. Bo out of art abundance of esutfen, i contacted the Office of Legs, 

’ Cowieel, tf>H Nnthsnal Archive* and (he Clerk of tne | bouse of FtepraRentatlues to team that there Is 
no rceo/d of any qfuoni.m toeing present during it* May 12 , 1947 vote on the H.R. ai9Q Bill In (ho 
House (Gee 93 Corig.Rec, ttwaj, and the renorrt le not clear as i&whdhar there was cut/ Senate 
vst>& cn i tfsy H.R, 3190 BIH during any session or iho 8®ih Congress, Tfteralsonfy one supreme 
Court ease that says In m rter for any bill to be valid iho Journals of boiii Houses must Ehow that ft 
was passed in the pfeeenr-e of a Qincrum. See United States v. BoJIin, Joseph & Co., 144 US. 1, 3 
fiBfli). The Cl oh: di Una l louse states that tie May ii, 1447 vote was a Voice vote; but the 
Parliamentarian of tha House states that a voice vole Is only valid wfian Hie Journal shows lhat u 
quon irn I? present and that IPs unlawful tor the Speaker o< Ihe Hgukp let sigp any enrolled M. In tile 
absence of a quorum, Or May 12, 19^7, a presence of 21# Members in the halt df the Houw 
required to be entered mm the Journal in order for trie 44 Member S3 to £ voice vole to be lega( r It 
appears that (ho 1309 version of the Federal Criminal Code has never been repeated. Thsralbre, 

Jrr 0S63nsjtf r our only true ivjfhortty Io domed frem the 194B predecesanr id Public Law £0-772 
"Although adjudication of th° conslitiitjonalPty of conjjressiorvii Knectments ha* gtsTsrsfy troei i Jidu^u 
to Lq beyond thojtirisxbeljtift nf fodoroil administers a^puiicws, this rule E* net mandatory," according 
to the Supreme Court to the case oTnuunder Bsaiin Coal Co. v. Reich, 51Q U.S. 20d, 21 B (1994). 
Therefore, tee Bureau under teo advise of the Legal Counsel Feels that it te In the Pest intoroet. of public 
ssitesty (0 continue eddreasing all of Ihe^e AdnnlnistraUvv Remedy Requests by starting that only (lie 
ftongreea or court* t^in repeal or dariare a feoeret slatute uncnratitulional. 
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